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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH^S^ FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION ^ ' ^ MONTH(S) FROM 

• frs^lSTH^r?.^^ .nno..v.„t,However,.aya.ep,.et„,e,«.e. 

Status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 17 July 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)ISI This actibn is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under £x parte Quay/e, 1935 CD. 11, 453 o.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) M Claim(s) M is/are pending in the application. . • 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) , is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1t4 is/are rejected. 
/)□ Claim(s). is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claim(s) — are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the con-ection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1 121(d) 
1 DD The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12)n Acltnowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

.vr-, . .. g^^g ^ ^^^^ 

Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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Paper No(s)/Mall Date . 
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4) 0 Interview Summary (PTO-413) 
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5) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

6) □ Other: . 



PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 
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DEtAILED ACTION 
Information Disclosure Statement 

The listing of references in the specification is not a proper information disclosure 
statement. 37 CFR 1 .98(b) requires a list of all patents, publications, or other 
infomnation submitted for consideration by the Office, and MPEP § 609 A(1) states, "the 
list may not be incorporated into the specification but must be submitted in a separate 
paper." Therefore, unless the references have been cited by the examiner on form 
PTO-892, they have not been considered. 

The examiner recommends that an Information Disclosure Statement.be filed • 
listing the prior art cited in the specification. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1 -3 are objected to because of the following informalities: The listing of 
the claims which includes letters and roman numerals are improper and is difficult to 
follow, examiner suggest the use of indentation instead of using letters or numerals. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following informalities: In claim one the 
term "at least a second component" is used, a first component is not cited in the claims. 
Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 2 is objected to because of the following informalities: the claim should be 
written to further limit the metes and bound of the claimed invention so that the ' " ' 
limitations of the claims are clearly understood, however in claim 2 which refers a 
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number of time back to claim 1 , and also refers to claim 1 and to claim 2 itself after 
under letter "e", Is improper dependency. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 1 is objected to because of the following infomialities: under the letter "i" 
the after the word "diffuse illumination" is an improper Markush grouping. Appropriate 
correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specificatton shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointina out and distinrtiv 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his inSa ^ 

Claims h4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12. second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

A broad range or limitation together with a narrow range or limitation that falls , 
within the broad range or limitation (in the same claim) is considered indefinite, since 
the resulting claim does not clearly set forth the metes and bounds of the patent 
protection desired. Note the explanation given by the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences in Ex parte Wu, 10 USPQ2d 2031, 2033 (Bd. Pat. App. & inter. 1989), as 
to where broad language is followed by "such as" and then narrow language. The 
Board stated that this can render a claim indefinite by raising a question or doubt as to " 
whether the feature introduced by such language is (a) merely exemplary of the 
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remainder of the claim, and therefore not required, or (b) a required feature of the 
claims. Note also, for example, the decisions of Ex parte Ste/gewa/c/. 131 USPQ74 
(Bd. App. 1961); Ex parte Hall, 83 USPQ 38 (Bd. App. 1948); and Ex parte Hasche, 86 
USPQ 481 (Bd. App. 1949). In the present instance, claim 1 recites the broad recitation 
the diffusing means can be any shaped surface, and the claim also redtes the diffusing 
means having a "V" shaped indentation which is the narrower statement of the 
range/limitation. 

Claims 2-4 are rejected because of its dependency upon claim 1 . 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Claim 1 would be allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection(s) under 35 

U.S.C. 11 2. second paragraph, set forth in this Office action and to. include all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claims 2-4 would be allowable if rewritten or amended to overcome the 
rejection(s) under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, second paragraph, set forth in this Office action. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter: Nowhere in the prior art is found all the limitations of the claimed 
invention as cited in claim 1 , including the structure of the light source mounted on the 
printed drcuit inside in the injected molded housing with a diffusing surface having the 
diffusing means having a V shaped indentations. 
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Conclusion 

•The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Ghiang (US 6,505.963) shows an illumination running discloses a 
plurality of light sources mounted on a circuit board having a housing a diffuser, and 
Hou (6,619,824) shows an waming strip for an automobile also shows a plurality of light 
source mounted on a circuit board mounted inside the housing with a diffuser. ' 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to John A. Ward whose telephone number is 571-272. 
2386. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra 0*Shea can be reached on 571-272-2378. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair.direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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jQfhn A. Ward 
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